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adversary   Telesio   quite   misconceives   the   meaning   here
assigned to the Vital Principle.*
32.  Let us pass over all the intermediate forms of the
hypothesis, and descend to Kant, who defines Life " an inter-
nal principle of action " (this does not distinguish it from
fermentation); an organism he says is " that in which every
part is at once means and end."    " Each part of the living
body has  its  cause  of existence' in the whole organism;
whereas in non-living bodies each part has its cause in itself."
Johannes Miiller adopts a similar view : " The harmonious
action of the essential parts of the individual subsist only by
the influence of a force, the operation of which is extended
to all parts of the body, and does not depend on any single
parts; this force must exist before the parts, which are in fact
formed by it during the development of the embryo. . . .
The vital force inherent in them generates from the organic
matter the essential organs which constitute the whole being.
This rational creative force is exerted in every animal strictly
in accordance with what the nature of each requires."
33,  This is decidedly inferior to Aristotle, who did not
confound the vegetative with the rational principle.    It rests
on the old metaphysical error of a vis medicatrix, an error
which cannot sustain itself against the striking facts which
constantly point to a vis destructrix, a destructive tendency
quite  as  inexorable   as  the  curative tendency.    And   the
experimental biologist soon becomes impressed with the fact
that the tissues have indeed a selective action, by which from
out the nutrient material only these substances are assimilated
which will enter into  combination with  them;   but  this
selective action is fatal, no less than reparative : substances
which poison the tissue are taken up  as readily as those
which nourish it.    The idea of prescience, therefore, cannot
be sustained;   it is  indeed  seldom met with  now in the
writings of any but the Montpellier school, who continue the
* TELESIUS : De datura Eerum, 1586, v. 184. TELESIO might have
been saved from the mistake had he attended to what NIPHUS had said
on the point in his Expositio subtilissima, 1559, p. 245. Comp. also
PHILELPHUB : Epist. Familiarum, 1502, p. 253, verso.